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«nf&PR Tcbffpro 

Rtf 20 Rtf, 1998 

■ftren : RTIRR it UtPl^R 41RH (tf^QR) % 31PM % W if RTCRit«ft 'Rtn ^ R.RRI I 

it. 16/1/98~TflfW.~JW g«f]Rrl<HI ifrJMfft. % (RlfolR) SifafaRR, 1995 WTlftRI^Rf^ftRi (Rifat 

R^3?f Rt W-fM R>t RITRfR, RRRR -prafini RRT fflfft fRRfTR) PwRMfctt, 1995 % 3Rp1H RlftlR/Rt (fait RFt 

UlRl«bl{l R>8I 3IIHRI) %RR8im.4i 4lRw>l <^|AK %, ‘OTniPT ufafrftH WIRTR^ (fait aiPt tf/'ft.'tft. RR. MTRtFJTIT) % 

Rldl R>T 3uilw ch'lWI RRT % sttl Mld'l^^ft R|fa RIRt RRT RIZRiWt IjjWi ciMi-t RiT faiRT RRT % :— 

1. faltftT: RRR if tf. T ftV ; 3ft.RR. R5T %R^T RjRT RIRT^RRitlf %, falPt RE RlfaRR ^TRI R>t % I RllRRil^iflf HRn if Jiti % 

RRTRSRR^flFRt^ d<NI<F 1 RRUT $ sfft RUrRtSJR^itRRit silT^RE 4lfaa|il Rft falftfif 1 1 

2. <1^4 1 ^ r I tf4)^ T^ fa^R. w t afa HTOH ' M4 t | l HS 

ri 3iNiR.fi 3f^> if fa>Ri 'sum % 1 ^41^4,h Rit iftRi^j^r fiR't? -siRiRihh % RR-^ffi it. 4002.70 %■ srcpfe 
3'lty«fa^RRTt I RRTfa m q*f!Vu| %R?T fa fol R R y fr 3fa tf | ^I qfa ^ upft R1 fajft Mt ^ if RPRRilfl Rtf! ft I 

3. tMftET 3fVl ’ RlPTOTOlf ft 'fliHii % Pi^ffiqif SKI ^idi omft RR 'WiOm fi'lHl % I 

4. RTRFT «l^i( : RTfaRiTO?lf ^ RlitR WTIRT % fa <Ji^i ?RI anifta q+^il sftl RIPTFr It 3TTRIR Rft RR T^t RRJsif R>t (ftvNdiijf RRi 

ftlftft 3^^ 3RnRftR^^%R4TRRTR^faRr^TWrftl $RfaR, ftt^Rlfa gtR 4NlP<4 Rft RflRlRit aRRlffa 

tfftitftRR % RRTR Rig RHT RRTft1 

5. -sfatfR Ami *Wr miPSh 

(AT) WRTRTtfFR : 4^1 3%^TTRRR^ 

% StTOR RT 'jiihi'I % y'lRio *lj! r< Jf % *(R ^f ■hIRR Rf» < ll % I RIRHif'fl-sfiy.H % tflHI-R 

iJ5R % RRH '^RT RRfRT RTOR11 
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TI3T 

w* 



ftrm. 

(“000 tEt) 

■^r 3 % fcr.m. 

1993 

950284 

147133 

155 

1994 

1029062 

136348 

133 

■t' 

1995 

1417440 

185822 

131 

1996 

1718975 

265346 

'154 


% aigm, a#!?i, 1996 ^ tiref, 1997 3 ft atom 3 «tatf so t. 3 fa four. 3ft «ft % 3 #t?t ■ftfrwrc, 1997 % tfopr aflswr 

3far<1 67 3/ 3f<T frFTt. 3ft «ft i ‘ 

9H '*RT'Sf e P : r—>J b ti- £ n M" E iy'-d 3fTfR"t"fai‘ ' J ii L (i'i ff faftKltfh ArH'i< 3>T tiltiM ^JerN "377 ®tfthd 'hlhft 3ft*TWTt tilth 

3 ft (wr frrcfa f^n Tm t, 3 F Tf%Tr ftiTErr t wfjpt % frcfaf srt Ffau 3353# 3 rr w=r f^f^rr wt tft 1 1 

6. atrfcT: T^^tiW^lMSffifaf^31lfifcF*i%W^fa^?qT^ > f^ > 3T3Kl%F?h,?TTW^ 

^$33Rtpe3T3?#I3 3Rft-f ^^TOEl3lt3R<lft3r ^tfil^f 17WfiSRT T*T3133333far W>[t f*FfW?F#T'3TK% 

3ft s# ^ 11 

7. TT^ETH 'SlI^r^^vaTm : 3TtT: 3lfa3Tft 7T3S ^ % 3T 3?t t frrqSfafl Tt*TS 37tpft % 3rfim 3T23 3ft 

HT3T Tmr 7W 3ft WTttift 3tti 3ffd t I 

8. : 3tftiH3r3%3%5HI>4 tfffa 3Rfal 3ltfe, 1996 ^ 30 ftlOTI, 1997 W3ft 11 

9. ft3C 3Tft^ 3T?ft 3FTH % Pl<4fl«tft 33T *1173% aiRUFtft 3ft 3TeTtif) ff-TCn 3T TflT t %ftffttiff ftt 

333ft ftftffttiffcl fftfaft-fftTfr^nrcr*TT3T3ftftnm3ifamft8TcR, fttfvft-110011 3it ftft I3ft| 

aTRltOTSWT ftrftTftTftVTR?^ 33T7m-TlRT3rtifatTft3fmT333ftlI3fa^^ TfrRTjftqt^fflftftftmaiWF^^ ti333mT 

tl 

10. WTftfrm ftl^^rqftftftftinftftt tit 7J33T %ft3Rt T3 ft ^ ^ ^Tft^ Hlf'T 3? 3Tf33Tft % ^3^ Tt 

aqffenj^rr % -srarRpr differ ^ 40 icrif % i »flm ^5^1 ^nn 1 37^?in1%3f^‘3lt7 3qpira3ff ) f^3im^3T^^7if,3^T^3r?!n 

Ft ftft 33 rpft T?ft fftffr ft 40 Wf % fttrK 3F 7J3RT M 3F& 333*331 11 

11 . urtNPro Tsrf^'amWfyFJT: frpm 6 ( 7 ) 3ft *raT% sigsrc3ft£ *ft it# wfafft3? 3 . 15 ^ 3>iM^H3jt wft 
f t^^3^t|M5 3lfMOTl^^ T T^Wff%3EitTTt'!J W'tEftl #1 # I 

12. 3ft3ft£3TS 3g3ftfttiftr3R<ftt 3R3T 3F33T3F d3^W373f^^3IRWF7J)TnH37W^3)^t 313317*13 ft 

^ 3Tf?nT TOicft t, 3t 3lftl3tift arq??W 3«if % 33317 37 3Rft fftM ^sf 3iT WIT t atftT IfTTOT 3it 7Rtf^ ftniTf^ 

SfRJ^l 3R Tl^nl % I 

Tfrf f^FPT W, Tnf^3iTft 

IVHMS I RY OF COMMERCE 
INITIATION NOTIFICATION 


New Delhi, the 20th May, 1998 

Subject: Initiation of anti dumping investigation concerning import of Ethylene Propylene Diene Rubber (EPDM) from 
Japan. 

No. 16/1/98-ADD:—M/s Herdillia Unimers Ltd. has filed a petition in accordance with the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 
1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Deter¬ 
mination of Injury) Rules, 1995 before the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the A uthority) alleging dumping of 
Ethylene Propylene Diene Rubber (hereinafter referred to as EPDM) from Japan and requested for anti dumping investigations 
and levy of anti dumping duties. 

1. Standing:— There is only producer of EPDM in India, who has filed the present petition. The petitioner accounts 
for a major proportion of the total domestic production in India and, therefore, satisfy the standing to file the present application 
on behalf of the domestic industry. 

2. Product Involved:—The product involved in the present investigation is Ethylene Propylene Diene Rubber. EPDM 
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is a synthetic rubber and is used in a number of rubber based applications. EPDM is classified under custom sub-heading no. 
4002.70 of the Customs Tariff Act. The classification is, however, indicative only and in no way binding on scope of the present 
investigations. 

3. Country(ies) Involved: The petitioner have alleged dumping by the exporters from J"pan, 

4. Like Goods: The petitioner have alleged that goods produced by them have characteristics similar to the goods 
being imported from Japan and the two are being consumed interchangeably. EPDM produced by the domestic industry has, 
therefore, been treated as like article to the EPDM imported from Japan. 

5. Dumping and Dumping Margin: 

(a) Normal Value: The petitioner have furnished evidence of price of EPDM prevailing in the domestic market in 
Japan, based on the prices reported by a leading magazine in Japan and prices reported by a company in Japan. There is 
sufficient prima facie evidence with regard to normal value of EPDM in Japan. 

(b) Export Price: The petitioner has claimed the following export prices for the past three years, based on prices 


reported by Japan Tariff Association: 

Year 

Volume (kgs.) 

Value ('000 Yen) 

Rate Yen per kg. 

1993 

950284 

147133 

155 

1994 

1029062 

136348 

133 

1995 

1417440 

185822 

131 

1996 

1718975 

265346 

154 


As per DGCIS, the average price for April, 1996 to March, 1997 was Rs. 50 per kg. and was Rs. 67 per kg. during April to Dec., 
1997. The petitioner has claimed price adjustments on account of ocean freight, inland freight in Japan, insurance, and packing 
expenses. There is sufficient prima facie evidence with regard to export price of EPDM in Japan. 

There is sufficient prima facie evidence that the normal value of the product under consideration in Japan is significantly 
higher than the price at which it has been exported to India, indicating, prima facie, that the subject goods are being dumped by 
the exporters from Japan. 

6. Injury: The various economic indicators relating to domestic industry such as production, sales, market share, 
profit/loss etc. collectively and cumulatively, prima facie, indicate that the domestic industry has suffered material injury. There 
is sufficient prima facie evidence that the imports of the product under consideration have caused material injury to the domestic 
industry. 

7. Initiation of Anti-Dumping Investigation: The Authority, therefore, initiates anti-dumping investigations into the 
existence, degree and effect of alleged dumping of the subject goods originating in or exported from the said country. 

8. Period of Investigation: The period of investigation for the purpose oftbe present investigations is IstApril, 1996 
to 30th Sept., 1997. 

9. Submission of Information: The exporters in Japan and the importers in India known to be concerned are being 
addressed separately to submit relevant information in the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the 
Designated Authority, Ministry of Commerce, Anti Dumping Division, Udyog Bhavan, New Delhi-110011. Any other inter¬ 
ested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit 
set out below. 

10. Time Limit: Any information relating to the present investigations should be sent in writing so as to reach the 
Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days from the date of publication of this notification. The known 
exporters and importers, who are being addressed separately, are, however, required to submit the information within forty 
days from the date of letter addressed to them separately, 

11. Inspection of Public File: In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect die public file containing non- 
confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. 

12. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary information within a 
reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts 
available to it and make such recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit 

RATHIVINAY JHA, Designated Authority 
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